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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Judicial Department,
2nd April 1862. R

e

No. 25. Read the following letter from A. WLEDDERBURN, Easg., Magistrate of
Cuddapah; to the Honorable T. PYGROFT, Chief Sccretary to Government, Fort
Saint George, dated 17th March 1862, No. 9.

1. I bhave the honor to submit for the consideration of Gavernment the annexed letter to
my address from the Acting Joint Magistrate of Caddapah. The Superintendent of Police first
brought the circumstances of the case to my notice, but [ deferred taking any steps on the
subject, urtil the result of the trial of the apprehended robbers, in the Sessions Court, should be
koown ; & conviction was not obtained, the sentence of the Sessions Court is also appended.

2. It appears that two persons, G. Amoortana and N. Venkoba Row, resisted a gang of
robbers who attacked the houses of their masters residing in Vangimulla, in Royachoty Talug,
on the night of 27th December 1861, and that Amoortana shot one of the robbers, and then
ers and wounded one of them, and that M. Venkoba Row killed another. Thea
men were very great as the gany is said to have consisted of 30. Tho two

"I'he Acting Sessions Judge was of opinion that the above individunls

attacked the oth
odds against these two

killed were identified.
« either acted in & most spirited manner, or bave been guilty of deliberate murder,” the latter

alternative resting only en the Talug statements of certain apprchended prisoners, before the
Taluq Magistrate, and not repeated before the Sessions Court, and since disavowed before the
Joint Magistrate. The Court’s sentence does not contain the grounds of acquittal but merely

records the fact.

3. Taking all the circumstances into consideration there seems good ground for coming to .
the conclusion arrived at by the Acting Joint Magistrate after a local enquiry, that the said resis-
ters of the robbers acted in & very spirited manner, and are conseqaently deserving of encourage-

ment and reward.

4. 1 do not attach weight to the Taluq statement of the prisoners, who were bafled in their
attempt at robbery. As the Joint Magistrate remarks, a greater degree of preparation would have
been made for the reception of so large a band of roboers, if the attempt bad been instigated by
their eventual resisters. Amoortana seems to have had no opportunity for osgunising such a sclieme,
and the watching by night their masters crops and being prepared with firears, are {ully ex-

plained by the Acting Joint Magistrate.

5. There seems to be no doubt that there was an attempted gang robbery. Tho Aecting

Joint Magistrate has fully satisfied himse!f by an enquiry on the spot of the truth of the original
charge, there is no reason to doubt that the robbers were scared away by the spirited conduct

of the two persons recommended for reward, but as neither of them suffered in person, like the

four men who lately defended a neighbouring village, and as they appear to have dealt with a
more cowardly gang, I would not propose that the reward of the former should equal that of the

latter as recommended by the Acting Joint Magistrate, but that there should be a distinction
observed, and would beg to recommend that a bangle of the value of Rupees (25) twenty-five, be
given to each of the persons recommended by the Acting Joint Magistrate, viz., Amoortana and
Venkoba Row. It would, in my opinion, be impolitic to pass over unnoticed the rising encrgics
of the people in self dcfence, and the discouragement given thereby to gang robbery, when it iy
found to be attended with more risk than profit.
- ]
istrate, Cuddapah; to A, WEDDERBURN,

From F. B. MOLONY, Esq., Acting Joint Mag
h February 1862, No. €2

LEsq., Magistrate of Cuddapah, dated 19t

In continuation of my letter, No. 15 of 11th instant in answer to yours, No. 76 of the 8th
idem, I have ths honor to report that 1 have made an enquiry into the case of G. Amoortana
and M. Vencoba Row the persons who resisted the gang of robbers that attacked tho houses of
P. Chenna Reddy and P. Chenchi Reddy at Poliwandlappalli e hamlet of Vunghymullah in the
Royachoty Talug at midnight of the 29th December last. You are aware that three of the
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}"ris?:acr\t. who were ericinallv apprehended in the case, deposed before the Taluq Magistrate,
1hat (r Amoorh"na was the man who originally juvited them to attempt the yobbery, and that
on ll.us aeceunt, it was considered advisable not to make any recommendation for reward till the
Sessions Cowit should bave decided the case, it buing himpossible ull the parties returned {rom
Cuddapub to make any sulBcient enquiry into the truth or otherwise of this allegation. I have
now entirely satisli=d myself that this statement e utterly devoid of truth for rea;ons which will
Le given, [t seewms that G. Amoortaia is a servant of P, Chennn Reddy aad that some davs
pr.evious to the robbery Chenna Reddy's seed bed of paddy had been cousiderably damaged b:)'
wiid pizs. The villuge of Vunghywuilah lies at the foot of the Palicondab range of hills and
trops in such a sitaation would be very hable to injury from wild Pigs.  Amourtana was set to
:ﬁutgl) land drive uﬁ' the }i;_r?‘, and' hm‘l utken u yun and a hunting hatchet for the purpose.
encoba Row was also watelirg with Lim, armed with a hunting hatchet.  fn this 1 see nothing
extraordinary. At miduight the gany attacked the viliage about 20 stiong, and broke into the
h uses of Chenna Reddy and Chenchi Ruddy, they were not huwe\'crhaih)wed to tuke any
;"lumlcr, as they were mmediately  resisted by Anoortana und Veneoba Row Amoortana shot
the l.nrch boarer thiaugh the baek, and throwing away his matchloek, struck him a blow with a
j(}l,::_]‘n}f, rl:;:l“e: ]::Jﬂmllaeu‘:ljfi \'v"-:ilc.;l kilh;d hi.m. ‘.-\muorlanu then attacked the robbers in
enel A U vunded certainly one, if rot more, very severeiv.  In the wean-
tire Vencoba Row wes amitacked by a man named Mualluh armed with a swunl', but he was uble-
tw m-:.rd .(;1} l‘l;(‘ roblieds blow wi'll a stick, and then kiiled bim with three or four blows of his
h‘untm;r fatehet. The otier robbers then Fan away and the man wonuded by Amoortana was
#iso nble to get ot with him.  Twe were however killed.  These two were r;:um-;l Y. Mulliah
mfd"\l' .\[f:r»silig;u,'.f‘m. Both were tahabitans of Mutly, a viilage about six m:les from the scene
i e - e THESE  G B t ado thes in h
This statement was how ‘ . o nased lhi" :-\mox)rmna bad himsddf got up the ga:"‘_"
expleined byt hﬂ:t”r,n:)t“m::xr' «Jefu.r(f.‘("lc:' f\-css:(ms C.uurl, and t}.o%x-_'h I have carclf.u‘fy
they now deny belure e lhenm‘lﬂ‘-‘silit:\ atﬁmutu'.‘hky AN ‘lan‘”,r of fus :""“' provetiiigs,y
D e 'S given before the Talug Magistrate,  That the state=
Ricnt contained in (lese depositiors showld be true seeme Lichily able,  In the fust
' e | £ eer:s to me Lighly iinprobable,
p"ace Fibink fvioprobiide thrihe sake of a few Rupees two men would thus deliberately
ﬁ(nll lho ke lh‘e l.itciot' wen, draingt whom they bore no enmity ; but it is more inprobable still
L o sl 08850 e e, s 1 ey s 5
surely would have takon enr ..e g nuwbrs. Had tiey realiy P!mm'd the afhuir e
th‘lll)lO be so le IC.":e to be supporued by others, and nut have alivwed the odls against
robbers dimmm;:;ﬁ\{ :;Lf;:ierml:l::doer;e;h Ou';)he other hand it is exiremoly Prubub;le lthat;wt::
they did, i onder o have revenge, o o g e 5 S Mt azresd 10 el the MO
4 H crostateimen
why they should withhold iy vow when all feur of cansequt:llcm! to thensclves is at an end. A
year “‘n"" I “"'Ulq :’C’”C“])’ bave helieveq that any mative in the district would bave shown s0
f:;'u::uzl::;vl::;l]tl,‘t:lli.‘:“;[,l;atl\ll;:;ys:i;u:ill;ﬁ very commuoa, a‘,“l we have linmfvn SO uBINYy 'i(xixst:)nc:;
. - 4 by Amuortana and his comraile cannot be sal
cf\'m; m(grobba‘bie. I have made ¢)g stric.‘e;t cugnirivs as to the whereabouts of Amoortana
;.:::rtl:it, ﬁc ;;u’rz,l:uic;uhtlll;ut;i:g I-;Ir:hc nfbbcry,, and xi_nd llx‘xt on t'hu d y bL:t',,\r?' gmh l)c‘t’:_cun;:
Yy that kilicd & witd piy on the side ol the hiil near
ghymullah, be returped betore sug set, and had his rice at Cienna leddy's house, afterwards he
\\'(j'n[.lO watch at the seed bed.  Next diay he had rice arain at Chenna Leddy's house in the
mnm;ng, a:n(ll t:cn sceampaniad hip g \'cemp_;lti, a villa e rather less than two miles oll. Ile
wits the whole da there ay ' ~ ‘ : ! " Police. ln the
evening he returu};d to¥ :r?:'lhv“r::izin . hfe .(‘“UUIITY v :hol n[t”:';')i:‘:\(l)\; I()‘.xcdi‘v'l:}‘?uusc, aud
then went to wateh the erp. 1 SHN an:. his rica ngmn.ns vsua = e m,‘ e as
+ Authe midale of che night the robbery oceurred,

tierefore no o S . .. . ol b the Deisoncrs
Pportunity for him o liave pone to Pedd;vaidl, where he is stat I Ly .”w f
: eciatly as by Lbe account o

to huve spoken to them on tha &
Peddivaid is sbout tour

! Jth or tie duy of the robbery, esp

eme man hie wis theve in (he morning and of anotier jn the evening. o

kiles distun: from Vonghymullah and the village of Vecrapalli is not oo the road toit, It1s
L -4 .
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also most unlikely that an extensive gang of this sort could be got together in a few hoars, all
the arrangements made, and the robbery committed the same night, )

Agaiust all this there is the mere assertion of men of course anxious to be revenged on the
causc of their failure and of their own apprehension and even this assertion is now withdrawn.

Uuder these circumstances I have no hesitation whatever in expressing my opinion that
Amoortana and Vencoba Row are perfectly innocent of having themselves invited the robbers,
and would beg to recommend that they be ‘suitably rewarded for their intrepid conduct, A
sum of fifty Rupees and some ornument of the value of twenty-five Ruopees more to each would
1 think be a proper recognition of their bravery. .

(True Copy.)

(Signed) A. WEDDERBURN,
Magistrate,

Calendar of persons commitied for trial before the Scssions Court of Cuddadpah,

- ‘ { S L
° 3 -
§3 Designation of the offence,, & 5 !
E o | Names of the Parties.| the charge and date of €3 Sentence.
3.5 the complaint, ==
4 ’ o :
: I j .
J ! t
| ‘Artempt at Gang Robbery. . 1. The Ist, 2nd and 3rd
5 !The Queen on the Pro- Charge.—'T'he l1st, 2ud, Prisoners are alleged to have
2 ‘ secution of P, Chen-' and 3rd Prisoners with) made confession in the Talug
nareddy. having on the night of] under, the 6th witness a
‘ versus, the 29th December| Constable avers, & promise
{l. D. Chennappadoo. ! 1861, in company with from the Inspector Vencoba

Row of being released. They

. D. Papannah. others, armed with wea
* bave pleaded not guilty be-

. M. Maroogadoo. pons, and carrying
P. Basenaidoo. lighted torches, unlaw- fore the Acting Principal
fully attempted to enter Sudr Ameen and Sewsion
the Prosecutor’s house| Court,

at Polevandlahpully in | The 4th has pleaded not
. the Royachoty Talug, guilty throughout,

’ by breaking the street | The Mubomedan Law
door with an axe, with _Officer acquits the Prisoners
intent to rob, and fur- ‘and the Acting Session Judge
~ ther with having at the concars.

same time and place, . 2 It appears that the gt
unlawfully. entered his} ~.and 2nd witnesses have been

[ 21

paternal Uncle P. Chen- recommended by the Super-

cheereddy’s house and . Intendent of Police for re-

struck him with sticks ‘ward in consequence of their

with the same intent. baviug killed two alleged

The 4th Prisoner with robbers on the occasion in

having aided and abet- quesation. The Acting Ses-

ted the said Prisoners sion Judge is of opinion that

in the said attempt by the rewards should on no

lending & sword o a account be given until the

. robber who was killed. Magistrate has most tfully
Complaint made 29th satisfied hiwmself that the

. Decemnber 1861, said witnesses did not them-
selves seduce the deceased

Tobbers into attempting the

robbery with the predetermined deliberate intention of killing them, either for the sake of an
expected reward or for some other reason unknown to the Counrt. [t is a very remarkable

circumstance that two men, one & Brahmin, should have been sitting up for the ostensible pur-

pose of watching for wild-pigs, and that they two quite unsupported should huve sttacked a
sang of robbers which by their account numbered from 40 to 50.

-
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A
3. Either they behaved in a most spirited manner or they have been guilty of deliberate -
murder, and it is obvious that every shadow of doubt must be removed beforc a reward can be
- given. - ' '
The Prisoners are unconditionally released.

(Sigued) R. DAVIDSON,

5¢h February 1862, Acting Session Judge.

v . (True Copy.)
' (Signed) A. WEDDERBURN,
‘ Magistrate.

' A

“No, 26. ORDER THEREON, 2nd April 1862, No. 538.

Under the circumstances represented by the Magistrate, the Government sanction the

: presentation of a bangle of the value of (5) twenty-five Rupaes to each of the two men named.
. Amoortana and Vepcoba Row. 7

2. The attention of the Inspector General of Police is called to the assertion said in the
* Calendar to have been made by a Constable, that three of the Prisoners confessed in the Talook
' under a promise of releass made by the Inspector Vencoba Row. ‘

. : ' " (Signed) T.PYCROFT,
" : Chief Secretary.
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